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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 27 April 2001 . 
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Application Papers 
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S.N. 09/767,754 
Art Unit 3625 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is the answer to the connnnunlcation received on 
4/27/2001 (the IDS). 

Status of the Claims 

2. Claims 1- 5 are pending in this application. 

Drawings 

3. This application has been filed with 1 1 formal drawings (5 sheets) which 
currently are acceptable for examining purposes. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office Action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. Claims 1- 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kobayashi etal. (PUB-NO: JP41 0097558 A), in view of Vinciarelli etal., 
(US Pat. 6,110,213), and further in view of O'Brien (US Pat. 4.671,417). 

A. As to claim 1 : Kobayashi and Vinciarelli et al. teach that various image 
patterns and their relative data are sent to a computer via the Internet, image 
dimensions, materials are combined to generate a design image for a fixture 
arrangement, together with relative data suggested to a modification of that 
picture if necessary (see Vinciarelli et al. claims 14, 23, 43-45). Therefore, they 
teach an Internet interactive environment for ordering. 
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S.N. <}9n61,15A 
Art Unit 3625 

Kobayashi et al., and Vinciarelli et al,, do not disclose that product is a 

specific "unit packages the number and length of display hooks for hanging the 

selected unit packages from said hooks on a slotted panel coupled to a 

freestanding rack". 

However, O'Brien clearly teaches that product can be "unit packages the 

number and length of display hooks for hanging the selected unit packages from 

said hooks on a slotted panel coupled to a freestanding rack". He obviously 

teaches a computer having a monitor connected to a pre-selected web site over 

the internet displaying on the monitor a plurality of differing unit packages, each 

of said unit packages being three-dimensional and having a pair of spaced sides 

and an opening for receiving a display hook therein, and at least a height, a 

width, and a depth, said opening being spaced from the sides of said unit 

packages; the user selecting one of said unit packages; the computer presenting 

a dimensions box on said monitor in response to the unit package selected by 

said user; the user inputting dimensions related to said height, width, depth, and 

spacing Of said opening on said pre-selected unit package; the computer 

presenting a display of a slotted display panel mounted on a rack along with-a 

listing of the number of display hooks, and length thereof, that may be mounted 

to said panel dependent on the depth desired of the selected unit packages on 

each of said hooks; the user inputting a selection of a particular length of display 

hook desired and the quantity thereof; and the computer generating the bill of 

materials required for the number and length of hooks selected. 
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S.N. 09/767,754 
Art Unit 3625 

1t would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the tinne 
the invention was made to combine Kobayashi et al. with O'Brien to suggest that 
O'Brien's product can be selected to order in the Internet as customized three- 
dimension design image structure from Kobayashi et al.'s invention because 
these dimensions are necessary for each customized ordering on the Internet; 
moreover, these inventors are in the same field of endeavor, artisans would 
recognize that O'Brien customized device would be an exemplary situation that 
implementing Internet ordering method of selecting and ordering products 
suggested by Vinciarelli et al. 

B. As to claim 2 : The rationales and references for rejection of claim 1 are 
incorporated. 

O'Brien teaches a method of claim 1 wherein a package has a hanging 
tab with an opening. 

Kobayashi et al. teach a step of inputting dimensions for a specific 
configuration of a structure device for architecture and living relative fixture 
layout design and the relative data using the Internet. Kobayashi et al. do not 
disclose that those inputting the dimensions relating to the position of said tab 
on said unit package. 

However, the examiner submits that it is old and well-known to specify 
varied dimensions/sizes varied according to different products that order through 
the Internet. 



S.N. 09/161,754 
Art Unit 3625 

'It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Kobayashi et al., and Vinciarelli et a!., with 
O'Brien to suggest that O'Brien's product can be selected to order in the Internet 
as customized three-dimension design image structure from Kobayashi et al.'s 
invention because these dimensions are necessary for each customized 
ordering on the Internet; moreover, these inventors are in the same field of 
endeavor, artisans would recognize that O'Brien customized device would be an 
exemplary situation that implementing Internet ordering method of selecting and 
ordering products suggested by Kobayashi et al. 

C. As to claim 3 : The rationales and references for rejection of claim 1 are 
incorporated. 

O'Brien teaches a method of claim 1 wherein at least one of said unit 
packages has a hanging tab with an opening therein. 

O'Brian does not disclose about a step of inputting fixed dimensions 
relative to a position of a slot on Internet. 

However, the examiner submits those dimensions would be varied 
according to a product that order through the Internet (see O'Brian, claims 1, 6, 
9). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Kobayashi et al., Vinciarelli et al., with 
O'Brien to suggest that "inputting dimensions relative to a position of a slot on a 
package." O'Brien's product would be ordered in the Internet as designed 
fixtures from Vinciarelli et al.'s invention because these dimensions are 
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necessary for a specific ordering on the Internet; moreover, these inventors are 
in the same field of endeavor, artisan would recognize a step of inputting 
different dimensions to give a user's flexibility. 

D. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kobayashi et al., in view of Vinciarelli et al., (US Pat. 6,110,213), and further in 
view of O'Brien (US Pat. 4,671,417), 

The rationales and references for rejection of claim 1 are incorporated. 

O'Brien teaches a method of claim 1 wherein a unit packages has a 
hanging tab with an opening. 

O'Brian does not teach a step of generating the bill of materials includes a 
step of generating dimensions and type of material of a product. 

However, Vinciarelli et al. teach about a step of generating a bill of 
materials. According to them, a product's dimensions are customized 
information according to each specific product that order through the Internet, 
and they have been often recorded in a bill of materials (see Vinciarelli et al., 
claims 14, 23, 43, 44, 45). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Kobayashi et al., Vinciarelli et al., and 
O'Brien to suggest that O'Brien's product would be selected to order in the 
Internet as customized structures from Vinciarelli 's teaching because those 
inventors are in the same field of endeavor, product's dimensions are necessary 
put in a bill of material for a specific ordering on the Internet. 
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Art Unit 3625 

E. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kobayashi et al., in view of Vinciarelli et al., (US Pat. 6,110,213), in view of 
O'Brien (US Pat. 4,671 ,417), and further in view of Fruechtel (US Pat. 
6,175,825). 

The rationales and references for rejection of claim 1 are incorporated. 

Kobayashi et al., Vinciarelli et al., and O'Brien teaches a method of claim 
1 wherein at least one of said unit packages has a hanging tab with an opening 
therein. 

Vinciarelli et al., and O'Brien do not disclose that a computer computes 
and displays the cost of materials along with shipping information". 

However, Fruechtel teaches what Vinciarelli et al., not disclose in 
ordering through the Internet (see Fruechtel, the abstract, and claim 1 - note: it 
is also old and well-known to compute/display materials, and shipping costs). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Kobayashi et al., Vinciarelli et al.,, O'Brien, 
and Fruechtel to teach computing materials, and displaying cost of said 
materials along with information relating to the shipping of said materials, 
because those computations and shipment info, have been known as required 
steps to finish up a transaction wherein details are listed to help both a vendee 
and a vendor in checking out an order. 

Conclusion 
5. Claims 1- 5 are not patentable. 
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6. The prior art are pertinent to claimed subject matter of this pending 
application: 

Vinciarelli et al.. US Pat. 61 10213, Fabrication rules based automated design 
and manufacturing system and method. 

Vinciarelli et al. (US Pat. 6,230,403 Bl), Interconnection system. 

Fraser et al, US 6105520 A, Quilt making automatic scheduling system and 

method. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to CUONG H. NGUYEN whose number is 
703-305-4553. The examiner can normally be reached on 7am-330 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, JEFFREY A. SMITH can be reached on 703-308-3588. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-305-7687. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 
703-308-1113. 

^ V ^ CUONG H. NGUYEN 

^ ^^^^ Pnmary Examiner 

Art Unit 3625 
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